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Chapter constitution whose value lies in the fact that it was
__1   enacted by an Assembly claiming to determine for the
people of Ireland the mode of exercise of legislative
power and the limits confining it.
(iii.) The rule of repugnancy, as noted above, still
applies to the Australian States, and, until formally
extended in its operation by the Parliaments of the
Commonwealth, New Zealand, and Newfoundland, was
left operative by the Statute of Westminster for these
territories. The essential doctrine of the Colonial Laws
Validity Act, 1865, reduces repugnancy to the case
where a Colonial Act is repugnant to an Imperial Act
or a rule under it which extends expressly or by neces-
sary intendment to the colony. It has been suggested
in the Commonwealth1 that the Act does not apply to
Dominion legislation enacted under the constitutions
passed subsequent to the date of the Act, and it was
actually held that an Order in Council as to appeals
under the Judicial Committee Act, 1844, was not
superior in validity to the Commonwealth Judiciary
Act made under the powers of the constitution of 1900.
This view, however, is not that of the Privy Council,
nor can it even be said to represent the view of the
High Court. Sir A. Knox, C.J., and the four other
justices had no doubt in the important case of Union
Steamship Company of New Zealand, v. The Common-
wealth 2 that the Colonial Laws Validity Act was of
general application to the legislation of the Common-
wealth.
There remains, however, the difficulty that repug-
1  Commonwealth v.Limerick Steamship Co. (1924),35 C.L.R. 69,95, 96,
116. See also Commonwealth v. Kreglinger & Fernau, Ltd. 37 C.L.R. 393.
2  (1925), 36 C.L.R. 130..